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ABSTRACT 



This 1999-2000 report of student performance in writing 
provides information on student performance on the North Carolina Writing 
Assessment at Grades 4, 7, and 10. Noting that the annual writing assessment, 
a component of the North Carolina Testing Program, is also a component of the 
ABCs Accountability Program at Grades 4 and 7 and at Grade 10 in the Index 
Model and the Performance Composite of the ABCs, the report states that this 
inclusion in the ABCs ensures that writing as a basic skill is emphasized in 
every classroom. The report provides information about the level of student 
performance in the area of writing based on results from the annual on-demand 
writing sample. The report was generated using aggregate student data from 
North Carolina public schools, including charter schools. The report is 
divided into Part I, North Carolina Writing Assessment, Grades 4 and 7, and 
Part II, North Carolina Test of English II, Grade 10. Extensive lists of 
tables and figures are included. Appendixes are: Student Report Form, Grade 
4; Student Report Form, Grade 7; and List of Charter Schools, (NKA) 



Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made 
from the original document. 
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Introduction 



The 1999-00 Report of Student Performance 
in Writing provides information on student 
performance on the North Carolina Writing 
Assessment at- grades 4, 7, and 10 

(English n). The annual writing assessment, 
a component of the North Carolina Testing 
Program, is also a component of the ABCs 
Accountability Program at grades 4 and 7 
(growth and performance composites) for 
the 1999-00 school year. Writing at grade 
10 is also included in the ABCs 
Accountability Program in the Index Model 
and the Performance Composite. The 
measurement of writing in North Carolina 
and its inclusion in the ABCs ensures that 
writing as a basic skill is emphasized in 
every classroom throughout each student’s 
academic experience. Such an emphasis 
provides each student with a solid 
foundation in written communication in 
preparation for the competitive and global 
marketplace of the twenty-first century. 



The writing assessment was first added to 
the North Carolina Testing Program in 
1983-84 to place a greater emphasis on 
writing statewide. Initially, writing was 
measured in grades 6 and 9. In 1985-86, the 
writing assessment at grade 9 was moved to 
grade 8. English II, an end-of-course writing 
assessment that focuses on world literature 
other than literature from the United States 
and Great Britain, was added to the 
statewide testing program in 1991-92. In 
1992-93, the annual assessment of writing 
was expanded again to include the 



iiicEsui eiiient of nanative writing at grade 4. 
In response to the reorganization of public 
education in North Carolina and the ABCs, 
in 1995-96 the statewide testing program 
was reduced. The assessment of writing was 
reduced from grades 4, 6, 8, and 10 (English 
n) to grades 4 (narrative), 7 (descriptive or 
expository), and 10 (expository), the grades 



in which writing was assessed in North 
Carolina during the 1999-00 school year. 

The 1999-00 Report of Student Performance 
in Writing provides a longitudinal, 
comprehensive compendium of student 
performance data in the area of wnting. The 
report was generated using aggregate student 
data from North Carolina public schools, 
including charter schools, and provides 
information regarding student performance 
at the state level at each of the score points 
for grades 4, 7, and 10. In addition, state- 
level performance is reported by the 
percentages of students scoring at or above 
2.5 in grades 4 and 7 (student performance 
standard) and at or above 3.0 in grade 10 
(student performance standard), by gender, 
ethnicity, and category of exceptionality. 
State-level results are also reported showing 
how well students are able to apply standard 
language conventions in their writing at 
grades 4 and 7 using -t-’s and — ’s and in 
English n using an analytical score scale (1 
- 3) in the areas of sentence formation, 
usage, mechanics, and spelling. Also 
included in the report are results by LEA 
(stem and leaf) and charts providing the 
percentages of students scoring at each of 
the score points, the percentages of students 
scoring at or above 2.5 for grades 4 and 7, 
and the percentages of students scoring at or 
above 3.0 for grade 10. The specific focused 
holistic score scales and sample student 
essays representing each of the score points 
are also included in this report. 

The purpose of this report is to provide 
information about the level of student 
performance in the area of writing based on 
results from the annual on-demand writing 
sample required during the North Carolina 
Writing Assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10 
(English n). 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



1999-00 Report of Student Performance in Writing 
Table of Contents 

List of Tables 

List of Figures 

Part I, North Carolina Writing Assessment, Grades 4 and 7 

North Carolina 1999-00 Report of Student Performance in Writing 3 

State-Level Summary Statistics for Grades 4 and 7 11 

Copies of the Grades 4 and 7 Sample Student Responses 23 

Grade 4 Narrative Composition Focused Holistic Score Scale 24 

Grade 7 Expository Composition Focused Holistic Score Scale 32 

Writing Assessment Grades 4 and 7, Regional by LEA Performance 39 

Part II, North Carolina Test of English II, Grade 10 

North Carolina 1999-00 English II Report of Student Performance, Grade 10 73 

State-Level Siunmary Statistics for Grade 10 79 

Copies of the English II Sample Student Responses 87 

Expository Composition Focused Holistic Score Scale 89 

Conventions Analytical Score Scale 90 

English n Writing Assessment, Regional by LEA Performance 101 

Appendix ^ 

Student Report Form, Grade 4 119 

Student Report Form, Grade 7 121 

List of Charter Schools 123 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



List of Tables 



Writin£, Grades 4 and 7 



Table 1. Fourth Grade Reader Agreement Status 5 

Table 2. Seventh Grade Reader Agreement Status 6 



Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1996-97 to 

1999-00, Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 2.5, Grades 4 and 7 ...14 



Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores Across Years, Grade 4 18 

Table 5. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Writing Scores Across Years, Grade 7 19 

Table 6. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, 

State Scores of Students with Special Needs, Grades 4 and 7 21 

Table 7. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, 

Grade 4, Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 41 

Table 8. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, 

Grade 7, Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 42 

Table 9a-f North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, 
Percent of Students at or above 2.5, Score Point Distribution, and Convention 
Scores, Grade 4, by LEA and Region 43 

Table lOa-f. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999- 
00, Percent of Students at or above 2.5, Score Point Distribution, and 
Convention Scores, Grade 7, by LEA and Region 50 

Table 1 la-f North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999- 
00, Percent of Students at or above 2.5, Grade 4, by Ethnicity, LEA, and 
Region 57 

Table 12a-f North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999- 
00, Percent of Students at or above 2.5, Grade 7, by Ethnicity, LEA, and 
Region 64 




iii 



■ U V, 



7 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



English II, Grade 10 

Table 1 . English II Reader Agreement Status Across Administrations 75 

Table 2. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1996-97 to 

1999-00, Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 3.0 81 

Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1999-00, 

State Scores of Students with Special Needs 85 

Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English H Assessment, 1999-00, 

Percent of Students Scoring at or above 3.0, by LEA 103 

Table 5a-f North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1999- 
00, Score Point Distribution and Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by LEA 
and Region 104 

Table 6a-f. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1999- 

00, Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by Ethnicity, LEA, and Region 1 10 



1 999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



List of Figures 

Writing. Grades 4 and 7 



Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 
1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5, 

Grade 4 13 

Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 
1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5, 

Grade 7 .....13 

Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1993-94 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores, Grades 4 15 

Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1993-94 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores, Grade 4 16 

Figure 5. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 to 
1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5, 

Grade 4 by Ethnicity 20 

Figure 6. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Writing Scores, Grade 7 15 

Figure 7. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 

1999-00, Distribution of Writing Scores, Grade 7 17 

Figure 8. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 to 
1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5, 

- Grade 7 by Ethnicity 20 



English II, Grade 10 



Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1993-94 

to 1999-00, Percent Scoring at Each Focused Holistic Score Point 82 

Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1992-93 

to 1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 3.0 83 

Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1995-96 

to 1999-00, Analytics, Percent Scoring at Each Score Point 84 

Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
to 1999-00, Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 3.0, by 
Ethnicity 86 





Part I 



North Carolina Writing 

Assessment 



Grades 4 and 7 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



North Carolina 1999-00 Report of Student Performance in Writing 

Grades 4 and 7 



Overview 



Findings 



• The North Carolina Assessment of Writing was administered 
statewide on March 7, 2000 to all students in grades 4 and 7. The 
writing assessment at grade 4 measmed students’ composing skills 
in the narrative mode while the assessment at grade 7 measured the 
expository mode. Student essays at both grades were scored using a 
four-point scale. 

• Student performance in writing increased this year at grades 4 and 7 
when compared to student performance in 1998-99. Although scores 
improved statewide at both grades, there was variation in student 
performance in writing among schools and school districts. 

• At grade 4, approximately 57.6 percent of all students tested 
statewide achieved a score of 2.5 or greater (the standard) compared 
to 55.2 percent in 1998-99. At grade 4, the percent of students 
achieving 2.5 or greater increased by 2.4 percentage points. Overall, 
student performance in writing statewide at grade 4 has shown a 
substantial increase since the assessment began in 1992-93 (see 
Figure 1, page 13). 

• At grade 7, approximately 71.9 percent of all students tested 
statewide achieved a score of 2.5 or greater (the standard) compared 
to 70.3 percent in 1998-99. At grade 7, the percent of students 
achieving 2.5 or greater increased by 1.6 percentage points. This is 
the fifth year of the writing assessment at grade 7, and this year's 
performance showed an increase over the four previous years (see 
Figure 2, page 13). 

• Across both grades, higher percentages of female students than male 
students received the top writing scores. 

• At grade 4, generally, a somewhat greater percentage of Asian 
students (67.6%) achieved a score of 2.5 or higher, followed by the 
percentage of White students (63.5%), Multi-racial students (58.9%), 
American Indian students (51.5%), Other students (49.4%), Hispanic 
students (48.3%), and Black students (46.3%). 

• At grade 7, the proportion of White students (77.9%) receiving 
higher writing scores was slightly greater than the proportion of 
Asian students (76.4%). Multi-racial students (69.8%) had the next 
largest proportion receiving higher scores, followed by the 
proportions of Other students (65.2%), Black students (60.8%), 
Hispanic students (60.8%), and American Indian students (59.8%). 

• While schools are diligently preparing students to meet more 
rigorous academic standards in reading, mathematics, and writing. 



What is the 

Writing 

Assessment? 



How is the 
Writing 
Assessment 
administered? 
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there still is variation in performance among students, classrooms, 
and ethnic groups. 

• Our continuing challenge is to emphasize and focus more on 
communication skills in the classroom. Whether oral, visual, or 
written, effective communication skills are the results of active 
learning and frequent use of higher level thinking skills. The State 
Board of Education has reaffirmed its belief that writing is a basic 
skill that must continue to be emphasized in every classroom by 
including the assessment of writing as a component of the ABCs 
accountability program. 

• Table 3 on page 14 depicts percentages of students in the state 
scoring at or above the standard of 2.5 at grades 4 and 7 for the 1997, 
1998, 1999, and 2000 school years. A disaggregation by ethnicity 
and gender is also provided. 

• The annual writing assessment, a component of the North Carolina 
Testing Program, is a state-mandated assessment of student 
performance in writing at grades 4 and 7. 

• The writing assessment was added to the North Carolina Testing 
Program in 1983-84 to place a greater emphasis on writing statewide. 
The revised North Carolina Standard Course of Study (SCS) 
emphasizes writing as a basic skill that can be improved with 
appropriate emphasis. The measurement of writing ensures that 
ample time and resources are allotted for its development in the 
classroom. 

• The writing assessment measures students’ skills in two different 
modes of writing. Students in grade 4 are asked to write a narrative 
composition (personal or imaginative), and students in grade 7 are 
asked to write an expository (clarification or point-of-view) 
composition. 

• On the day of testing the teacher removes from a sealed envelope 
individual copies of a writing prompt. At each grade the writing 
prompt provides instructions that set forth the task. Each student has 
fifty minutes to write a composition in response to the prompt. 
Scheduled extended time may be allotted to students with special 
needs and students with limited language proficiency, if appropriate. 

• The prompt requires students to apply their knowledge and skills in 
language to demonstrate their ability to communicate information in 
writing. In response to the prompt, students in grade 4 must write a 
short story from something they have experienced, read, or imagined. 

At grade 7, students are required to write a composition to 
explain/clarify a situation/position. 
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• Each year students’ scored compositions, student and classroom 
scores, and scoring guides are returned to all fourth and seventh grade 
teachers several weeks after scoring. Teachers are encouraged to use 
the scoring guides along with the student essays to acquire a better 
understanding of the scoring criteria and to interpret scores to students 
and parents. 

• Each year summary scores are returned to each school and school 
system in the state. 

• The expected standard for writing at grades 4 and 7 is the mid-point 
score of 2.5 or above on a four-point scale. This standard represents 
an achievable level and quality of writing that can be reached with 
effective instruction. 

• By achieving a score of 2.5 or above, a student has demonstrated a 
reasonable command of the particular mode of writing assessed. 

• The score of 2.5 is the current grade level standard that is also 
reported as the accountability indicator. 

• Each student composition is scored by two independent readers. Each 
reader assigns either a 1, 2, 3, 4, or Non-Scorable. For essays where 
the two scores are discrepant by a single score point, a mid-point 
score is assigned to the student’s composition. For example, a student 
may receive a 2.5 as a score. 



There were 99,038 fourth grade public school student papers which were scored by two readers 
and rescored by the scoring director if the readers differed by more than one point on the four- 
point scale. The agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 1. 

Table 1 

Fourth Grade Reader Agreement Status 

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

99,038 74.9 25.0 0.1 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 
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There were 93,567 seventh grade public school student papers which were scored by two readers 
and rescored if the readers differed by more than one point on the four-point scale. The 
agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 2. 

Table 2 

Seventh Grade Reader Agreement Status 

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

93,567 82.3 17.6 0.1 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 



• The assigned score point reflects each student’s performance with 
respect to a set of predetermined criteria for each score point (focused 
holistic scoring). The score points define the student’s command of 
the mode of writing required. A generic score scale follows that 
would go across modes and grades: 

• NS = Student response is not readable or composition is otherwise 

unscorable. 

• 1 = Student response exhibits a lack of command of the mode 

of writing. 

• 2 = Student response exhibits a weak command of the mode of 

writing. 

• 3 = Student response exhibits a reasonable command of the 

mode of writing. 

• 4 = Student response exhibits a strong command of the mode of 

writing. 

• The quality of each composition is determined by considering the 
following characteristics: (1) main idea, (2) supportive details, (3) 
organization, and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score is assigned 
to each student’s paper based on these characteristics. 

• In general, responses that fall within the lower score-point range (1 
and 2) of the score scale are those that, while they identified a main 
idea, failed to or just met the minimum criteria for supporting details. 
This is due to a loss of focus, listing of details, or a vagueness in word 
choice. In these cases, characteristics of organization and coherence 
are rarely a factor in determining a student’s overall score. As a rule, 
only those students who elaborate such that they demonstrate facility 
in all or most of the four characteristics achieved higher score-point 
values (3 and 4). 

• A second, independent score evaluates the student’s performance with 
respect to the usage of standard English conventions (i.e., grammar, 
spelling, usage, and sentence formation). This score is reported as a 
“+” or The “+” paper exhibits an acceptable level of skills in 
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sentence formation, usage, and mechanics; the paper does not 
exhibit an acceptable level. 

• Each year that a mode of writing is repeated, the same scoring criteria 
and score point scale or standards are used as were used in previous 
years. However, the scoring guides are tailored to fit a particular 
prompt and the anchor papers (i.e., papers used to exemplify score 
point standards) are selected to correspond to the prompt administered 
for a given year. 

• Students in the fourth grade were asked to write a personal narrative 
composition in response to the following prompt: 

One day you are reading a book. One of the characters jumps out of 
the book. Write a story about what happens next. 

• Readers scored 99,038 public school essays for grade four. The 
scores show that 57.6 percent of the fourth graders wrote well enough 
to score at or above the standard of 2.5. This represents an increase 
of 2.4 percentage points from the 55.2 percent who achieved this 
level in 1998-99. About 4.7 percent of the fourth graders received the 
highest scores of 3.5 and 4.0 in comparison to 5.5 percent last year, 
and 2.8 percent received the lowest scores of 1.0 and 1.5 compared to 
3.0 percent in 1998-99. Less than one percent (0.4) of the papers had 
problems which made them non-scorable. 

• Figures 3 and 4 on pages 15 and 16 depict the distribution of 
narrative composition scores for grade four across the years of 
administration (see also Table 4, page 18). 

• For conventions, 56.7 percent of fourth-graders received a double-plus 
(+ +) rating in comparison to 35.6 percent in 1998-99, while 27.6 
percent obtained a plus-minus rating (+ -) in comparison to 32.7 
percent last year. About 15.6 percent were assigned a double-minus 

rating ( ). In 1998-99, 31.7 percent of fourth-graders received a 

double-minus rating. 

• Gender. Approximately 62.6 percent of the female students scored at 
or above the standard of 2.5 compared to 52.9 percent for male 
students. 

• Ethnicity. About 67.6 percent of Asian students scored at or above 
2.5 compared to 63.5 percent of the White students, 58.9 percent of 
Multi-racial students, 51.5 percent of American Indian students, 49.4 
percent of Other students, 48.3 percent of Hispanic students, and 46.3 
percent of Black students (see Figure 5, page 20). 
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• Table 3 on page 14 shows the percentages of students at or above the 
standard of 2.5 for each subgroup. 

• Table 6 on page 21 shows the percentages of students at each score 
point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 



Assessment 
Observations at 
Grade 4 



• At grade 4, scores increased compared to student performance in 
1998-99. Students appeared to have -little difficulty choosing a 
character and responding to the prompt. However, there continued to 
be certain weaknesses among student responses that prevented them 
from moving into the top score points. First, the structure of the 
stories dominated the content. In other words, some students spent as 
much as a half a page providing a formulaic “set up” that did not 
contribute to progressing the narrative action. 



• Secondly, many responses exhibited an overemphasis on details and 
similes that did not contribute to the narrative progression. The story, 
i.e., the action, became lost or impeded by the student’s attempt to 
provide elaboration. One example of this is as follows: “She dashed 
across food making little, tiny, smaller than a dime footprints all over 
with some one day old leftover bubble gum sort of candy that she had 
rushed like lightening straight through.” Other attempts at 
elaboration consisted of listing details or pure description that were 
not relevant or linked to the action of the story 



Results of the 
Writing 
Assessment at 
Grade 7 



Overall, it appeared that a reliance on “formula” writing (e.g., 
including three similes, long zind involved “stock” introductions, 
and/or irrelevant details) impeded some students’ narrative writing 
and resulted in the structure dominating the content. 

Seventh graders were asked to write a well-organized expository 
composition on the topic below. 

Think about the most important job there is in your school. Name the 
Job and explain why you think it is the most important job in your 
school. 



• The 1999-00 school year is the fifth year that the writing test has been 
administered in grade seven. The readers scored 93,567 seventh-grade 
expository compositions. The scores showed that 71.9 percent of the 
seventh graders wrote well enough to score at or above the 2.5 
standard compared to 70.3 percent who scored at this level on an 
expository composition in 1998-99. About 5.8 percent of the seventh 
graders scored 4.0 and 3.5 while 8.6 percent of seventh graders 
obtained these scores in 1998-99. About 2.6 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5 
this year, and 3.7 percent received these scores in 1998-99. Less than 
one percent of the papers had problems, which made them non- 
scorable. 
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• Figures 6 and 7 on page 15 and 1 7 depict the distribution of grade 7 
composition scores across the years of administration (see also Table 
5, page 19). 

• About 80.2 percent of seventh graders were assigned a double-plus 
(+ +) for their use of standard English conventions, and 77.5 percent 
of the students received the same rating in 1998-99. The plus-minus 
rating (+ -) was assigned to 14.2 percent of the papers in comparison 
to 15.5 percent in 1998-99. Almost 5.6 percent were rated with the 

minus-minus ( ). In 1998-99 about 7 percent of seventh grade 

students received the same rating. 



Performance of 
Subgroups at 
Grade 7 



Assessment 
Observations at 
Grade 7 



• Gender. Approximately 79.2 percent of the female students scored at 
or above the standard (2.5) compared to 64.9 percent of the males. 

Ethnicity. About 77.9 percent of the White students scored at or 
above the standard of 2.5 compared to 76.4 percent of the Asian 
students, 69.8 percent for Multi-racial students, 65.2 percent of the 
Other students, 60.8 percent of the Black students, 60.8 percent of the 
Hispanic students, and 59.8 percent of the American Indian students 
(see Figure 8, page 20). 

• Table 3 on page 14 shows the percentages of students at or above the 
standard of 2.5 for each subgroup. 

• Table 6 on page 21 shows the percentages of students at each score 
point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 

• At grade 7, scores increased compared to student performance in 
1998-99. Students did not appear to have difficulty choosing a most 
important job and responding to the prompt with clear and relevant 
reasons for their choice. However, there was an overall trend among 
the responses that appeared to prevent students from achieving higher 
scores; i.e., many students used a “formulaic” external organization of 
paragraphs and reasons, but the organization and progression within 
paragraphs was weak. Ideas within paragraphs were often repeated or 
restated with little progression of the main idea. One example of this 
is 2 is follows: “A teacher is an important job so that the students can 
learn. Without a teacher, how could the student learn? Teachers are 
needed for students to learn. This is my first reason why I think 
teachers have the most important job.” 



• Another trend was the reliance on a “formula” that included 
fabricated quotes and statistics as support. While such “facts” may 
provide support to the main idea, more often these “facts” were used 
to restate an idea without adding any additional information or 
substantive support. Students who could not effectively employ this 
strategy were prevented from achieving higher scores. 
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North Carolina 
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Grades 4 and 7 

State-Level Summary Statistics 



The following charts provide state-level summary statistics. The number tested at each grade 
level and the percentage of students scoring at each of the focused holistic score point values are 
provided. Longitudinal data of performance by gender and ethnicity, the performance of 
students with exceptionalities, and the performance of students identified as Limited English 
Proficient are also provided. The percent of students achieving the accountability standard of 2.5 
is provided for all categories. 
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Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1999-00 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
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Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1996-97 to 1999-00 
Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 2.5 
Grades 4 and 7 
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r^fi996-97 through 1999-00 data, the Accountability Standard formula is the percent of students scoring at or above 2,5 (i.e.. the sum of students 
scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3,5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested). 

- Due to rounding, some categories may not sum to 100%. 

- Percent of students is based on the number of students in fourth grade. Percentages at grade seven are similar. 



Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1993-94 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores 
Grade 4 
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Figure 6. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Writing Scores 
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Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1993-94 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores 
Grade 4 
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Figure 7. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Writing Scores 
Grade 7 







Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores Across Years 
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Table 5. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1999-00 
Distribution of Writing Scores Across Years 
Grade 7 
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Figure 5. North Carolina Testing Program 

Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 to 1999-00 

Percent of Students Scoring at or abov« the Standard of 2.5 

Grade 4 bv Ethnicity 
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Figure 8. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 to 1999-00 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
Grade 7 by Ethnicity 
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1999-2000 



North Carolina 
Writing Assessment 
Grades 4 and 7 

Copies of the Grades 4 and 7 Sample Student Responses 



The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from grades 4 and 7. The score 
point for each response and an annotation explaining the score are provided on each 
composition. 
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Grade 4 Narrative 
Composition 
Focused Holistic 
Score Scale 



o 




Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a strong command of narrative 
writing. The response is focused and has an effective sequencing of 
events and a clear progression of ideas. The writer provides specific, 
relevant details to support ideas. The composition is unified and well 
elaborated. The writer's organization provides a clear strategy or 
controlled plan; the composition progresses logically and has a sense of 
overall completeness. 

Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of 
narrative writing. The response is focused and establishes progression 
of ideas and events although minor lapses in focus and progression may 
be present. The composition contains elaboration and support in the 
form of specific details. The composition may have minor weaknesses 
in coherence. The writer's organization provides a reasonable sense of 
logical progression and overall completeness. 

Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of narrative 
writing. The response exhibits some progression of ideas and events 
and provides some elaboration and support. The elaboration is relevant 
but may be flawed. The composition may not be evenly elaborated, 
having a list-like quality with concrete supporting details. The 
composition may have little connection between a controlling idea and 
supporting details relevant to development. 

Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of narrative 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has read the prompt and 
attempted to respond to it. The writer may attempt to support ideas, but 
there may be no sense of strategy or control, or the writer may exhibit 
skeletal control but the response is too sparse to be scored higher than a 
“1.” The response may not sustain focus on the topic, may lack clarity, 
and/or may have an inappropriate strategy. 

NS - This code may be used for compositions that are entirely illegible 
or otherwise unscorable: blank responses, responses written in a foreign 
language, restatement of the prompt, and responses that are off topic or 
incoherent. The Scoring Director must give permission for the use of 
“NS.” 



35 

24 



write the final copy of your story here. 

J7?/^ P/zP/y LU/in au-i Soo^ 




OPp ah}/ . T reor/mo o BooJr, 


/)fp(P JZ HoP/jJ Ck 
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h)PfR .i P Vop/- 0PO> 


/ (i/j fiai- J- (Lap 


P)R YOO/- P7a)7?QaK^ (LaSek 






P.h(^ 




Er?(/. ^ 



Score Point I 

The writer has seen the prompt and attempted to respond (“. . . next thing I 
know a character jumps out . . .”)* However, the ideas and events are 

presented in random fashion and are too sparse to be scored higher than a 
((1 «« 
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Write the final copy of your story here. 
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Score Point 2 

The response exhibits some progression of ideas and events (“One day I 
was reading ... all of a sudden ... I asked ... He answered . . . 

After that . . .”) presented in a list-like fashion. Some of the supporting 
details do not progress the narrative (“. . . mut is a mixed bread . . . choice 

of either milk, water and cholate pudding chicken, mashed potatos and 

milk.”). 
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Score Point 3 

The response is focused on the monsters and the Door maze and establishes 
a progression of events (“One day I was reading . . . Then the phone rang 
. . . Then I heard footsteps ... I started to run ... I stood up ... So I stepped 
in ... A few minutes latter . . . Then I came to a door ... So I pushed . . . 
Then I finaly was out . . .*0 and contains support in the form of specific 
details. The writer’s organization provides a reasonable sense of overall 
completeness. 
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Write the final copy of your story here. 
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Score Point 4 

The response is focused on using Rumplestiltskin to help clean a room and 
has an effective sequencing of events (“One Sunday night . . . First I started 
with the books. ... I slowly turned around. ... I thought ... He was done 
... so when I went to put . . . In about a half-hour tops ... A small tornado 
picked him up . . .”) and a clear progression of ideas. The response is 
unified, well elaborated, and has a sense of overall completeness. 
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Grade 7 

Expository 

Composition 

Focused 

Holistic Score 

Scale 



Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and has provided 
specific, relevant reasons and details to support reasons as a means of 
elaboration. The writer’s organization provides a clear strategy or 
controlled plan with a clear sense of logical progression and overall 
completeness. The composition is coherent. 



Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and given reasons to 
support the main idea. Some responses contain a few well-elaborated 
reasons or more reasons with less elaboration. The writer’s organization 
provides a reasonable sense of logical progression. The response is 
generally coherent and complete overall, although minor weaknesses are 
present. 



Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and given at least one 
or two reasons or else a list of reasons with little or no elaboration. These 
responses may be poorly organized and may not establish a logical 
progression, but some sense of strategy exists. Some responses introduce 
reasons and ideas which are not explained or related to the subject matter, 
causing the reader to have to make inferences. 



Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen and attempted to respond 
to the prompt. However, the response may not sustain focus on the topic. 
The writer may attempt to support ideas, but there may be no sense of 
strategy or control. Many responses exhibit skeletal control but may be too 
sparse to be scored higher than a “1.” 



NS - This code may be used for compositions that are entirely illegible or 
otherwise unscorable: blank responses, responses written in a foreign 
language, restatements of the prompt, and responses that are off topic or 
incoherent. The Scoring Director must give permission for the use of “NS.” 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 




Score Point 1 

The writer identifies the most important job (teacher) and attempts to 
elaborate. However, the response is confusing and too sparse to be 
scored higher than a “1 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




Write the final copy of your composition here. 



The *T +Kc'V — 


Ic Is betaviSt. 


+-K«^ . K«. K&S +0 Ao+o rne$.4iVQs. Q4rNA'^S|0fej\iLy- 


hp h\r€, tcACLKcr?*. 


TKft prUcipi\ Kes Vo dis.*p\I(NC ^VuAirttJ 


riffle +Vq. m'Ao.KVS, dodV Aei H-Wp^laSIv 


uiorV., rtjvi becawie +k)j' +a. 1 k back te bhCL Ht 


KoiS Vc> d\<loV«rva. +Wa h\i SPjnd'inG X> S>S.\ O.SS.. 


h\/ "f-V^ buS SvAptf^'Ort^ 


TKe, pr*vocipa\ Kas >o ^o +ojrvfiflj.p^ 


+b a<©4 Aiit* sc-he-ols LjjfcrKlnO ri‘oh+. To MS heu^ 


G roL^eS , cJ-\6 houJ +c run 


C/gS^€.S. W-e. Ka^ +-G I^Olto Koul<> hirefi.^L^3£nj’€AC£4 


+pjccLker5 -VeGcW 


Tk. prfnt»'jQGl k c!s 4*6 k «*r€ feacV'«5 


Co ~hk^ CrGd« ccu^ l€.OLrn^ T/v4ju QCftfie. 


Kt\csu3 Vnouj 'Vck re.cLd. vjooiVc^ ono hojjj+o cdA.TKtY 


nep.d Eg lCf\Guj Kgu5 Vo '€JCiTc!i’S£ .+C do nufekupS^and 


Kouo "Eg r‘UJ^ . 


Xn CLonCluSion X E^ldLvpu iliihyEk^ ^ 


print'. ncV<s Inb Ebft. hourdcsE lobln Eht_^£,Kool.Xvo\d^ 


you EVvi- re.GcoAs LOhy beauise +o dl^.'p //ac 


's+ud€j%+^. Kgs+o rfmEing'Y olaA hi. hc.s4oVi.‘fc 


4coc>trs Ek diETerfi/s'E Ccun Joe. 


Koui 4o re^adj, LuriVe.y ani kouj Eo odd. Tky peed-te 


Epcckfiii Jnouj Eg exerc^se.^ Eg do j^u,SKu^^arid Kou> 


fo ruuO. 



Score Point 2 

The writer identifies the most important (hardest) job (principal). The 
response contains three reasons (“. . . disipline the students, ... go to 
meetings, . . . hire teachers.”) as support, however, the elaboration is 
presented in a list^ike m 2 mhef(‘\-. them to I.S.S., O.S.S, and by 

off the bus suspension.”)* 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 
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Score Point 3 

The writer identifies the most important job (teacher). The response 
contains three elaborated reasons C*. . . role models — teach the kids . . . 
get you ready for the world”) and provides a reasonable sense of logical 
progression and overall completeness. 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 



ir^rtnnt jch ir\ tny ^ins^/er'. Ms. 


^ Hv entJt\5tflAr /tf" hf!^ UiA-^, i 


Ca;»V- . 5Xe. Aefp ca-^ic^s-JkA/p« lOt/s \&arri^afJ 
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4TBtibl'tJ a-A ^ ’Hitn 4{M<ic ^ heal ujqHc., -Hiev ujnn^f p-y 


OitiJlbur 11^ as mneh. 6f fL< ksn4 aA ^th^fr ujork.,^ 77}#-f'a UtUy 


fhiAiaieh and h^k^rri. If" ffwf « aAe Util helo 


4ii£ ^AiJmhSi Serf oat ihur A’rf^rnnfr^ lu^i* 6. shtdij^f o^-Uim 


£dofta_Ju(-rt\ Cl ^tiiher^ Hs. 4h£n -(brihsm. tk ^/w« 


_pnkl£BL. hctd^ a rp/rfit/MieA It jHA a«tJ «4uW>Mf . 


nraiatgriQ £Arfy^ airf "ibrn. Jfe> t«»i Aa fi^d^dT 


tnhi Aina^eg- rle^i. U/liftAttf* Ma... . Ulc 


dJti tLa.thetrs i4* iOr^|/ ^eh/M/ ujouU La tnnitimj>vH\^ ‘^hkru. Her 


ivwit. ht£ ^r^ufMtU H\a±-^ dJl^u^ itu 3iZUfjds uiadc hs-HiAtr 


-A<il ^^edgJt'hjLf 


— £etg/iJ^ Ns. Ht/fd" njJJU 


^df\calCC^ OJrfA't C(J shj-t . 'S^flls. oM 


Aiyt. ^-hjderfs UJerit. ^nr\d^ uduePt aHmue kids 'ib^e.ta fskhe&r*. 


/iut0_ ./ta. lT A _ Atsir A fVefa V AtH^rr-J 


iuktt' f\e kJAntsi Ar^. Mb^ Aai uj^js tn htLt them. 


AStk& t*iKa:f^ dheir rjofer<*s+s Are />a tkf\j aj»r. «>• am V 


i?%h* On0^ 4lk0 UIL#KS 


many/ CMr)Mihm ^ ». i d¥\ a mum A Af^in. • ^ a jhida^t 


HanuT^ •^g.ktg ftfthr^ Hl ,db. Oam \/AUek ‘fmr ~hidm . amV uiuaJL, 


'^tAt A~^fivaiu> artrfiirJ , mtny 
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^ttL sisJenh^ ItekimA anJ a nw-t^-r 




‘ IcUa letrn octhieU. lif ^U^mnu. TkmnA 


litAiJn arciiM h kelji Maer mi art/ orasrsi-tJiTT^ 


^ loiAt/l -fra/w +**i: fa«.ir#i(V*a eP-Hw 


1 3 “T r j ^ — n 

"T. h IriStr^ A lAree^ ^ rr\y ht»r^u]r>rie: 


"Raf" "T jm * erau^ . T afe(# 


-fe hdA An -femv A<J^ /cd? itj/irA 


Atfp'-r -irwtM^J «/« . oaJ. t^jt^hauLr "C CaeuijJti 'f“ 


flAlnVaa nr-z></ d«. T o/n 4riAlMAt. 


* 

Thf ^UxAorte, CAun^eJ^r at m\j £rha( helr^T reSfJvr^ 


, J • - ^ — - 'r'/o 

/JSWif/Afs. 4SSZ.5fs lftLr/)fHa tithidt, ef He el^sayiaeJYi 4^ 


Jadpi' k‘iei*> UfrVfirtff' (!L AUidlanee^ e AUunSeL\or . 


M^hy <{tud£nts u^aufJ «a+ Iv ax uxeii kytarxr\ergJ^ 


0^Yj^AV\iT.4A / Ar \tl4ntih\j as -Hripy An AAuJ. Hore^ 


tAecaywh^ 04?aU 4»‘ h, -bse 4mrh 'HmJ‘ p,n,eippLec 


^AOrt^/aK' /.=> ftk^ in tn\j Scha*L 


I— r- j ^ 



Score Point 4 

The writer identifies the most important job (guidance counselor) and 
provides three specific reasons (“. . . helps resolve conflicts, helps kids 
learn, and helps students find jobs.”) and details to support those reasons. 
The composition progresses logically and has a sense of overall 
completeness. 
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1999-2000 



North Carolina 
Writing Assessment 
Grades 4 and 7 

Regional by LEA Performance 



Tables 7 through 12 provide the number of students tested, percentage of students at each score 
point, and the percentage scoring at or above the standard of 2.5 for each of the LEAs by region 
(former six Technical Assistance Centers configurations). Performance by ethnicity is also 
provided for each LEA. 
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Table 7. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, Grade 4, 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 



State 


Percent 


2000 LEA Performance 




100 


Mountain Community** 




80 


Bridges** 




74 


Watauga 




73 


Magellan** 




71 


Mount Airy City 




69 


Arapahoe**, Caswell 




68 


Lincoln, Wake 




67 


Avery, Chatham, Elkin City, Francine Delany**, Kings Mountain City 




66 


Burke, Dare, Iredell-Statesville, Polk 




65 


Asheville City, Catawba, Davidson, Gaston, Sampson, Swain, Weldon City 




64 


Buncombe, Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 




63 


Cherokee, Hickory City, Orange, Quality Education**, Roanoke Rapids City 




62 


Cabarrus, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Guilford, Person, Surry 




61 


Ashe, Brunswick, Henderson, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 




60 


Caldwell, Chatham Charter**, Columbus, Evergreen Community**, Moore, Pitt, Sterling Montessori**, Wilkes 




59 


Clay, Currituck, Davie, Duplin, Graham, Halifax, Haywood, Mitchell, Transylvania, Union 


2000 State 


58 


Craven, Cumberland, Harnett, Johnston, Lee, Lenoir 




57 


Anson, Bladen, Forsyth Academies**, Macon, Stokes 




56 


Alamance-Burlington, Alexander, Randolph, Rutherford, Wayne 


1999 State 


55 


Clinton City, Jackson, Perquimans, Shelby City 




54 


Cleveland, Pender, Rockingham 


1995 State 


53 


Alleghany, Granville, Scotland 


1996,1998 State 


52 


Jones, Nash-Rocky Mount, Northampton, Onslow 




51 


New Hanover, Newton Conover City, Robeson 




50 


Brevard Academy**, Durham, Gates, Orange Co. Charter** 


1997 State 


49 


Beaufort, Franklin, Greene, Rowan-Salisbury, Wilson, Yadkin 




48 


Camden, Mooresville City, Pamlico, Thomasville City 




47 


Greensboro Academy**, Stanly, Yancey 




44 


Vance Charter** 




43 


Carteret, Hoke, McDowell, Northeast Raleigh** 




42 


Madison 




41 


Kannapolis City, Richmond, Warren, Whiteville City 




40 


Montgomery, Quest Academy**, Vance 




39 


C.G. Woodson**, Franklin Academy** 




38 


Bertie, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Healthy Start** 




37 


Hertford 




36 


Edgecombe, Hyde, Tiller School** 




35 


Children's Village Academy**, Edenton/Chowan, Martin, S.B. Howard**, Village Charter**, Washington 


1994 State 


34 






33 


Harnett Early Childhood**, Research Triangle** 




31 


Asheboro City 




30 


East Wake Academy** 




27 


Maureen Joy** 




26 


Tyrrell 




25 


Lexington City, Phase Academy** 




24 


STARS** 


1993 State 


23 






22 


Englemann**, Omuteko Gwamaziima** 




21 


Rocky Mt Charter Public** 




20 


River Mill Charter** 




17 


American Renaissance**, Sugar Creek**, Turning Point**, Woods Charter** 




16 


Summit Charter** 




15 


East Winston Primary** • 




12 


Lincoln Charter**, Rowan Academy** t. BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




11. . 


SPARC Academy** 




0 


V ^ a , • r/ • 

Carter Community**, Community Charter**, Crossnore Academy**, The Learning Center** 




* 


Grandfather Academy** 



Notes: A narrative writing prompt was administered each year. The percent of students scoring 2.5 or better is determined by using the Accountability Standard formula. 



which is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested, rounded to the nearest whole number, 
are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 

) I ^ )tes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 







Table 8. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00, Grade 7, 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 



State 


Percent 


2000 LEA Performance 




lUU 


Chatham Charter'^’, fviageuan^’ 




95 


Exploris** 




93 


Yancey 




9 \ 


Watauga 




88 


Dare, Surry 




87 


Ashe, Richmond, Stanly 




86 


Elkin City, Moore, Mooresville City 




84 


Weldon City 




83 


Catawba, Cherokee, Pender, Swain 




82 


Burke, Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Scotland, Summit Charter** 




81 


Avery, Caldwell, Davidson 




80 


Alamance-Burlington, Cabarrus, Cleveland, Henderson, Jackson, Johnston, Newton Conover City, 
Quest Academy**, Rowan-Salisbury 




79 


Brunswick, Gaston, Macon, Mount Airy City, Sankore School** 




78 


Alexander, Carteret, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Granville, Montgomery, Nash-Rocky Mount 




77 


Caswell, Clinton City, Rockingham 




76 


Asheboro City, Cumberland, Iredell-Statesville, Pamlico, Wayne, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 




75 


Haywood, Hickory City 




74 


Buncombe, Chatham, Clay, Edenton/Chowan, Lee, River Mill Charter**, Yadkin 




73 


Camden, Duplin, Wilkes 


2000 State 


72 


Franklin, Lake Norman**, New Hanover, Perquimans, Sampson, Shelby City 




71 


Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Davie, Francine Delany**, Imani Institute**, Lincoln, Madison, Rutherford, Wake 


1999 State 


70 


Beaufort, Downtown Middle**, Guilford, Northampton 




69 


Columbus, Harnett, Person 




68 


Brevard Academy**, Lenoir 




67 


Anson, Graham, Lincoln Charter**, Union 




66 


Alleghany, American Ren. Middle**, Martin, Orange, Stokes, Wilson 




65 


Gates, Halifax 




64 


Bertie, Bridges**, Lexington City, Pitt 


1998 State 


63 


Mitchell, Polk, Randolph 




62 


Currituck, Durham 




61 


Bladen, Thomas Jefferson** 


1996 State 


60 


Hoke, Kings Mountain City, Vance 




59 


Asheville City 




57 


Craven, Transylvania 




56 


MAST**, Oma's Inc. **, Roanoke Rapids City, Robeson, The Learning Center** 


1997 State 


55 


Kannapolis City, Onslow 




54 


Jones, Sterling Montessori** 




53 


Edgecombe, McDowell 




52 


Evergreen Community** 




51 


Warren, Whiteville City 




50 


Woods Charter** 




49 


Arapahoe** 




48 


Hyde 




47 


C.G. Woodson**, Orange Co. Charter** 




43 


Kestrel Heights**, Omuteko Gwamaziima**, Thomasville City 




42 


Tyrrell 




41 


Greene 




40 


Quality Education** 




39 


Phase Academy** 




38 


Hertford 




34 


Washington 




32 


Right Step** 




31 


Village Charter** 




29 


S.B. Howard** 




28 


Rocky Mt Charter Public** 




27 


East Wake Academy** 




23 


SPARC Academy** 




21 


Carter Community** 


r; 


' A 20 > 


Crossnore Academy*^ 




\2 


CIS Academy** 




9 


Provisions Academy” BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




0 


Lift Academy**, Success Academy** 






Urandtather Academy’’, Kennedy Charter”, Lakeside School” 



Notes: An expository or descriptive writing prompt was administered each year. The percent of students scoring 2.5 or better is determined by using the Accountability 



Standard formula, which is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested, rounded to the nearest whole number. 
•Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 

••Denotes a charter school For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
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^Thc Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4 .0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. ^ . a a- 

••Denotes a charter school. Tor reporting purposes the charier school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found m the Appendix. 
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Notes- ^The Accountability Standard fonnula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4 .0 divided by the total number tested. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

♦•Denotes a charter school. For reporting puiposcs the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be 
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Notes: ^Thc Accoiin lability Standard formula is the smn of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3 5. and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charier school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found In the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^ The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4 .0 divided by the total miinbcr tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. . , * 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. Ttie complete name can be found in tlie Appendix. 
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•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

♦•Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes ♦tIic Accouniabiliry Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0. 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. Tlie ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded m an ethnic 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Table 12f . North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1999-00 

Percent of Students at or above 2.5, 

Grade 7, by Ethnicity and LEA, Central Region (continued) 
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1 999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



North Carolina 

1999-2000 English II Report of Student Performance 

Grade 10 



Overview 



Findings 



• The English II Assessment of Writing, an end-of-course test, is a 
component of the North Carolina Statewide Testing Program. It is a state- 
mandated assessment of student performance in writing at grade 10 that 
focuses on world literature other than British or American. 

• The North Carolina Assessment of English II was administered statewide 
in November 1999 and March 2000. This is the ninth year the English II 
assessment has been given to all English II students. Student essays are 
scored on a six-point scale for content and a three-point, four-domain scale 
for conventions. A standard of 3.0 for English II (Level III or above) was 
adopted by the State Board of Education in September 1997. (Previous 
reports used a reference point of 3.5.) 

• Student performance in English II increased this year when compared to 
student performance in 1998-99. Although scores improved statewide, 
there was variation in student performance in English II among schools and 
school districts. 

• Statewide student performance in English II increased by 1.2 percentage 
points when compared to the previous year. In 1999-00 approximately 
58.0 percent of all students who took the test achieved a score of 3.0 (the 
standard) or greater. In 1998-99, 56.8 percent of the students who took the 
test achieved a score of 3.0 or greater. 

• Higher percentages of female students than male students received the top 
writing scores. 

• Generally, a greater percentage of White students (65.5%) received higher 
English II scores followed by the percentage of Asian students (58.6%), 
Multi-racial students (57.2%), Other Students (52.6%), Hispanic students 
(50.4%), American Indian students (44.6%), and Black students (41.3%). 

• While North Carolina schools continue to work diligently preparing 
students to meet more rigorous standards in the basic academic areas, in 
writing there is variation in performance among students, classrooms, 
schools, and ethnic groups. 

• Our continuing challenge is to emphasize and focus more on 
communication skills in the classroom. Whether oral, visual, or written, 
effective commimication skills are the result of active learning and frequent 
use of higher level thinking skills. The State Board of Education has 
reaffirmed its belief that writing is a basic skill that must continue to be 
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What is the 
English II 
Essay 

Assessment? 



How is the 
English II 
Essay 

administered? 



How are scores 
reported? 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in fVriting 
emphasized in every classroom by including the assessment of writing as a 
component of the ABCs Accountability Program. 

Providing students with a solid educational foundation in writing and 
communication skills ensures that they are better prepared to become 
successful and competitive in the global marketplace of the twenty-first 
century. 

Table 1 on page 81 depicts percentages of students in the state scoring at 
or above the current accountability reference point of 3.0. A 
disaggregation by ethnicity and gender is also provided. 

The North Carolina Test of English II, a component of the North Carolina 
Statewide Testing Program, is a state-mandated assessment of student 
performance in writing at grade 10. 

The English II writing assessment was added to the North Carolina Testing 
Program in 1991-92 to place a greater emphasis on writing statewide. The 
revised North Carolina Standard Course of Study (SCS) emphasizes 
writing as a basic skill that can be improved with appropriate emphasis. 
The measurement of writing ensures that ample time and resources are 
allotted for the development of the writing process in Ae classroom. 

The purposes of the English II test are to assess mastery of the writing 
curriculum, to assess the application of grammatical skills, and to assess 
achievement of literary analysis. All students enrolled in English II are 
required to respond to an expository, literature-based prompt for their 
writing task. 

On the day of testing, the teacher removes from a sealed envelope 
individual copies of a writing prompt. The writing prompt provides 
instructions that set forth the task. Each student has 100 minutes to write a 
composition in response to the prompt. Scheduled extended time may be 
allotted to students with special needs, or students with limited language 
proficiency, if appropriate. 

Each year students’ scored compositions, student and classroom scores, 
and scoring guides are returned to English II teachers several weeks after 
scoring. Teachers are encouraged to use the scoring guides along with the 
student essays to acquire a better understanding of the scoring criteria and 
to interpret scores for students and parents. Teachers receive a class roster 
with focused holistic scores as well as analytic scores for conventions for 
each student. 

Each year summary scores are returned to all schools and school systems 
in the state. 



74 



m 



/ 999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



How are the 

compositions 

scored? 



• Each student composition is scored by two independent readers. The 
composition is assigned a 0 - 6 or Non-Scorable score by each reader. For 
an essay where the two scores are discrepant by a single score point, a mid- 
point score is assigned to the student’s composition. For example, a 
student may receive 2.5, 3.5, 4.5, etc. as a score. 



There were 82,418 English II public school student papers which were scored by two readers and re- 
scored by the scoring director if the readers differed by more than one point on the six-point scale. 
The agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 1. 

Table 1 

English II Reader Agreement Status Across Administrations 
Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

82,418 77.1 22.7 0.3 

The 65 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 



• The assigned score point reflects each student’s performance with respect 
to a set of criteria for each score point (focused holistic scoring). The 
score points define the student’s command of the mode of writing required. 
The quality of each composition, regardless of mode, is determined by 
considering the following characteristics: (1) main idea, (2) supportive 
details, (3) organization, and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score is 
assigned to each student’s paper based on these characteristics. 

• A second, independent evaluation assesses every student’s performance in 
each of the following four areas of conventions: sentence formation, 
usage, mechanics, and spelling. An analytic score is assigned and reported 
for each of the four areas. 

• Every year the same scoring criteria and score point scale or standards are 
used as were used in previous years. However, the scoring guides are 
tailored to fit a particular prompt and the anchor papers (i.e., papers used to 
exemplify score point standards) are selected to correspond to the prompt 
administered for a given year. 
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Results of the 
English II 
Essay Test 



• For the March English II Assessment, students were asked to write a well- 
organized composition in response to the following prompt: 



In many works of literature, a minor secondary character fulfills a specific 
function. The minor character may provide comic relief serve as a contrast 
or foil to the main character, provide a different point of view, or perform 
some other function. 

From the novels, short stories, full-length plays, poems, biographies, and 
autobiographies you have read, choose one work that has a minor 
character and explain the purpose of the minor character, the effect he/she 
has on the main character, and his/her effect on the overall work. The work 
you choose must be from world literature other than British literature 
(England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales) and American (United States) 
literature. Give the title and, if you remember, the author of the work. 



• For the 1999-00 school year across all cycles, readers scored 82,418 public 
school essays for English II. The scores show that 58.0 percent of the 
students wrote well enough to score at or above 3.0. This represents an 
increase of 1.2 percentage points from the 56.8 percent who achieved this 
level in 1998-99. About 0.2 percent of the students received the highest 
scores of 5.5 and 6.0, and 7.7 percent received the scores of 1.0 and 1.5. 
Approximately 1.3 percent of the papers were blank, unreadable, or off- 
topic in comparison to 1.5 percent in 1998-99 (see Figure 1 and Figure 2, 
pages 82 and 83). 

• The convention score is an analytic score reported in four areas: sentence 
formation, usage, mechanics, and spelling. The scale within each area is a 3 
point scale with a score of 3 being a paper containing one or two minor 
errors in a particular area. In sentence formation, 46.6 percent scored a 3 (an 
increase from 43.3 percent in 1998-99) while 1 1.0 percent were rated a 
score of 1 (a decrease from 12.5 percent in 1998-99). In usage, 10.2 percent 
of students earned a 3 (an increase from 8.2 percent in 1998-99) while 43.1 
percent received a 1 (a decrease from 45.0 percent in 1998-99). In 
mechanics, 23.1 percent had a score of 3 and 21.3 percent had a score of 1 
as compared to 1998-99 with 25.0 percent and 18.4 percent respectively. 
Also, 19.8 percent received a score of 3 in spelling (21.1 percent in 1998- 
99), and 29.7 percent obtained a score of 1 (27.8 percent in 1998-99). (See 
Figure 3, page 84) 



Performance 
of subgroups 



Gender. Approximately 65.0 percent of the female students scored at or above 
3.0 compared to 51.1 percent for male students. 



Ethnicity. About 65.5 percent of the White students scored at or above 3.0 
compared to 58.6 percent for Asian students, 57.2 percent for Multi-racial 
students, 52.6 percent for Other students, 50.4 percent for Hispanic students, 
44.6 percent for American Indian students, and 41.3 percent for Black students. 
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Assessment 

observations 



• Table 2 on page 81 shows the percentages of students at or above 
3.0 for each subgroup (see also Figure 4, page 86). 

• Table 3 on page 85 shows the percentages of students at each 
score point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 

• At grade 10, scores increased compared to student performance in 1998-99. 
More students achieved a score of 3.0; however, fewer students attained 
scores at the higher end of the score scale. The latter appears to have 
resulted from students neglecting to select details carefiilly and relate them 
to the main idea. In other words, many responses focused more on plot 
summary and irrelevant details than on literary analysis and elaboration that 
were closely linked to the main idea. While details from a text can and 
should be used effectively as elaboration, students must be selective in 
choosing details that are relevant to supporting the main idea, rather than 
lapsing into excessive plot summary. 
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1999-00 



North Carolina 
English II 

Writing Assessment 
State-Level Summary Statistics 



The following charts provide state-level summary statistics. The number tested in English II, the 
percentage of students scoring at each of the focused holistic score point values, and the 
percentage of students scoring at or above 3.0 is provided for all categories of students. In 
addition, the percentage of students achieving the score points in sentence formation, usage, 
mechanics, and spelling are graphically depicted 
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Table 2. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1996-97 to 1999-00 
Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 3.0 



Group 




Percent of Students 






Enelish II (Grade 10) 






1996-97 


1997-98 


1998-99 


1999-00 


1996-97 


1997-98 


1998-99 


1999-00 


Number Tested 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


79,662 


81,260 


81,563 


82,418 


All Students 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


Percent At or Above 3.0 

49.7% 46.0% 56.8% 


58.0% 


Gender 


Female 


50.0% 


50.3% 


50.0% 


49.9% 


56.7% 


52.6% 


63.3% 


65.0% 


Male 


50.0% 


49.8% 


50.0% 


50.1% 


43.0% 


39.3% 


50.4% 


51.1% 


Ethnicity 


American Indian 


1.6% 


1.5% 


1.6% 


1.5% 


30.1% 


30.0% 


41.1% 


44.6% 


Asian 


1.4% 


1.6% 


1.7% 


1.9% 


57.3% 


51.9% 


59.1% 


58.6% 


Black 


28.1% 


27.7% 


27.6% 


26.6% 


33.1% 


29.1% 


38.8% 


41.3% 


Hispanic 


1.5% 


1.7% 


1.8% 


2.2% 


42.0% 


37.7% 


47.3% 


50-4% 


Multi-racial 


1.4% 


1.5% 


1.4% 


1.5% 


53.4% 


46.5% 


55.5% 


57.2% 


White 


64.9% 


64.8% 


64.9% 


65.4% 


57.4% 


53.7% 


65.2% 


65.5% 


Other 


1.1% 


1.2% 


1.0% 


0.9% 


53.9% 


43.5% 


54.9% 


52.6% 



Notes: 

- The Accountability Standard formula is the percent of students scoring at or above 3.0 (i.e., the sum of students 

scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5 and 6.0 divided by the total number tested). 

- Due to rounding, some categories may not sum to 100%. 
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Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1993-94 to 1999-00 
Percent Scoring at Each Focused Holistic Score Point 





LLZ 



h 



rMiiiniiMiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiiiniiniiiitiiiimiiiiiiiiminiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiimiiii 







rti 




o 

vd 



in 

in 



O 

in 



in 



o 



in 

cn 



o 



in 

<N 



p 

rvi 






(” 

o 

o 



P 

in 

m 



-T“ 

P 

c5 

m 



T 



T 



m 

<N 



O 

(N 



P 

in 



s;u9pn)s JO juaojaj 



82 




p 

c5 



p 

in 



p 

c5 



T-l 



Score Point 




Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1992-93 to 1999-00 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 3.0 
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Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1995-96 to 1999-00 
Analytics 

Percent Scoring at Each Score Point 
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Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1999-00 
State Scores of Students with Special Needs 
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Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English n Assessment, 1998-99 to 1999-00 
Percent of S tu dents S coring at or above the S tandard of 3.0 

by Ethnicity 
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1999-00 
North Carolina 
English II 

Writing Assessment 

Copies of the English II Sample Student Responses 



The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from English II. The score point 
for each response and an annotation explaining the score are provided on each composition. 
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Expository 
Composition 
Focused Holistic 
Score Scale 



1999-2000 Report of Student Performance in Writing 

Score Point 6 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing and an expository writing strategy. It is focused and has a fluent, 
clear progression of ideas and eveimess of development. The writer 
clearly develops all parts of the prompt and uses an appropriate and 
highly effective approach (i.e., tone, point of view, originality). An 
appropriate sense of audience exists. Sentence structure is varied and 
effective, and word choice demonstrates the ability to use a wide 
vocabulary skillfully. If a literary work is referred to, the work must be 
from world literature (other than American or British literature). There is 
a sense of overall completeness. 

Score Point 5 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing. The writer uses specific details and clearly links events and 
relationships. A few minor flaws in coherence may be present. The 
writer addresses all aspects of the prompt and uses effective vocabulary 
and sentence structure. If a literary work is referred to, the work must be 
from world literature (other than American or British literature). An 
appropriate sense of audience exists. There is a sense of overall 
completeness. 

Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a command of expository writing, 
is focused and establishes progression of ideas and events although 
minor lapses in focus and progression may be present. Papers scored “4” 
have an organizational pattern, but minor flaws may exist or aspects of 
the prompt may be missing. If a literary work is referred to, the work 
must be from world literature (other than American or British literature). 

Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of 
expository writing. There is some progression of ideas and events and 
some elaboration and support. The elaboration may be flawed, but it has 
relevance to the requirements of the prompt. The papers are generally 
coherent. Although these papers are focused on the prompt, some may 
not address all aspects of the prompt. 

Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen the prompt and 
responded to it, although the response may be unclear. Some responses 
may have little or no sense of coimection between a controlling idea and 
supporting details relevant to development. Other responses may have a 
sense of focus but may lose it. The composition may be too sparse to be 
scored higher. 

Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen and attempted to 
respond to the prompt. However, the response may not sustain focus on 
the topic. There may be no sense of strategy or control, or they may be 
too sparse to be scored higher. 

Score Point 0 - The response addresses a literary work but is incorrect in 
its perception of the literary concept. 

Non-Scorable - The response is off-topic, unreadable, or blank. 
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Conventions 
Analytical Score 
Scale 



Sentence Formation 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of sentence formation. Contains 
several major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of sentence formation. 

Contains one or two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of sentence 

formation with only an occasional minor error. 



Usage 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of usage. Contains several major 
errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of usage. Contains one or two 
major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of verb usage, 
pronoun usage, and other usage with only an occasional minor error. 



Mechanics 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of mechanics. Contains several 
major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of mechanics. Contains one or 
two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of mechanics with 
only an occasional minor error. 



Spelling 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of spelling. Contains several 
major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of spelling. Contains one or 
two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of spelling with only an 

occasional error. 
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Write the final copj. of your composition here. 



"Xn w\ar\V ^^;ork5■ o4 \\4^faA-ure,y cx minor secorxlar^ 
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cS eu ^^r/hus Jsan Jcis'r . t^nJL t^As <o j/Aj® r- 


yoAjk.f^^ f /auj - V Ae (cK.\yjyev. 


-fAs. rviTAor ^ rrhocs^^ -A-r^ DtrnK/c^ 


J?e>n K^)r \AJt't^An A/)£ Suh>/ &c A 


<srE^ /'iSyc9/7^/ PunT^/AenA, 


"TAs. h^o^kls.ir d/i^uSS/n^ ra.p)AcLf 


Pt^A‘/‘^Arfi^r\A o~A ooLr-hy , U//)€A ~AA ^ 


/ a wije. r en Acr upAs. ' 'T/)S ^ A ^ 


A^ Ae. (T2S^ ^7^ .STfeiv/ 


J<^(LJrje.A. ySor Ancinv a me u/i~ aA yea/z. 


~TAe. e^reJ-rce /oLyyAi&v’ poLt^fS' iAi^ >>-jAio\yA~hoA 


yc ^tS g? ^aC ts^rg-e-S* AAiZ 



Score Point 1 

The writer has selected Tlte Bet and attempts to respond to the prompt However, the response is 
sparse and consists primarily of plot summary. 
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Write the.final copj.of joor composition here. 



Vv_L 5. ^ ^ mck i*A ■ /vC 




oiAyyu I'V^ 44\i'«. .s+t^»-u +t> ig>il- fei' mtynu 




u/Hn4^ 4-U-t puwr^nck-s«^ %tvi^rt>cluL5 ^ 4-ru 4^ 


«VT^(\Ve>V\+ j r\nAr +1S Of* S+UCk 


Ljp ir\ . /)r\A »|4oai' ■Pr\^«e\u.^ 15 . 


Cni_*^md n na V t 44 a t\o rs 44nrv4 i i < 


C Q (T 

A! ^ Kql^ OL^n P?>^g 4" 


0 

• 1 )r\rt < nr\A 


0" • 

<U-cl 0 4-0^1 U /}rLfiH^3 //r/"o fa'C.tnfl h^(p*?vjLl ivo 44 t^ uunr 


/Sf tror^r-iiino ^ClQC\vy>tfnrnno*> . TK-(? ■f9'f-e<lA 4^-e ^inr-i i u/fl^ 


.a /S^ “ >1 . ^ </ 

jUriQ-T //t +h’i> - hifnm/irrfQ /^rhi'fJt^-^ vor., il<J /\o4- ev'en fj'C p&r-k 


9 d 

\4n-^ ^y^OLr ■ iQ'^CLQ vj «?p fsC i4-o <v a wiP »vi . "SuJ- 44ltf k1 


f '1/ 

■VevA.v<X-v^fA<i. 'W^-e. -€.W(^ O'P -Hh-r i>rf&_r ik 'fl^V.-Ar 1 ij J aaA no4 


sPi ifA Q la vi4Aavkao +T5 l-y.’l\>i?s. Th^f\ fl-rVr/Ira xAjr>i_iU Vvw<p 


/i«v<?r -e.Mv«vo h-t.lp-i'A q>aA /^r-iftk-Ss \/(r>x.i\f4 r>+ 


V\Q.iy*^ c_rxvnne r \o^c +n w nh m nTkCi 4'Vi'^ T"i.-.a jVx x-i \jLir\v' 


g Q ■ 

Qt-v-tf. ftr^\^w^ coxaCsW 0-? +Vxi'iAfN T +4^0-1- 


A * 0 * VI 

PoA-imr Ivjs Vt=> k'C-< p Ot^U 44\-ert^ ‘Pr.-k-QpItj 


hi^lpe^c/- 4n <rr-e o-C^ 44n«^ ixirk-r A. «/J 


rxC hik prolO(i«t«i/7S -t-oei. ??\ +ro ( lI »-». 5 av-e 


p\\-LS n ^Vi^ndi Ol-k 1/^^ OLA\/fr-<» Pn^r 


/^<rdnH}iLi> oJ- 



Score Point 2 

The writer has selected The Iliad and identifies Patroclus as the minor character. While the 
response attempts to list effects Patroclus has on Achilles, it is too sparse for a higher score. 






Write the final copy of your composition here. 



In rnarM t vNorvifS n-f i 0 rnipor c\~^orQf-fcr 


ninuf=> n vrrn imi^ri-no+ rnit-. t n -Yrc 5lPry. — 


ins+nrirc - .ShiT-ulco^ in STit?-\\ico\*s OnunV-^irr, 


ninii^ n rn\r. -HnnT- is rxtrcnncig ncCCCSQT g iO -Hxi. 


Orvrlnnnnrr>-f n-f -Hnc nnniD cjnny QCAir Vu • 


THf* nurmn-^or" fOT -Hnt“ nnirY^T CV'X^jr O C 


SK\ 9 -uy:o- is rirvciOD and reveal vMho +V-ic_ 


mnin cVnnrnr-irr . Vulrj > i5 ond vNtnrrt 5dc fcclS. _ 


IS Yn lei’s nnrH+^rr. ATirr 5hi-£Uto ComijiS- 


sm r i dr Vn Ici ’s i nos n rr. -timn repressed- VNc — 


irnnn +rv'»T Shi?-Mk:n and Ynlci vNcrc Close ond 


riiri -Hni r^\s irrv-ti^r oS%“n. Tlnr rrndrr undcrstorCtj 


-^is nrrniLsr Vnlci sons -Hnn+ novN nobody cdcqcS 


.'i \nini"cb nrr run irnrlc ^ irnpUjinQ iiPQ'i' biOC 


mn+ber did . sni-T-ulco ond nrr dco+h Q)£0 r'cVQd.L 


-mni- Viilci is n sirnnn nersnn. Sne snldom cries.. — 


QOCS On ir\ji“Hn h-fc_nnnyers ncvM ^n cnd^ — ruDS — 


IrnoK. nnd con-hnuiLn in riO dne. -Hni ng5 .sine ] o^CS-. 


snii^uKo nnd nrr siuddc nod astronr) CHtcL- 


nn> Yolci ns n vYdnir. This rr^rr-S VNOS +bGi- i + 


rnusrd nrr i ilr 10 compic+lr.y cVdQnriC- For_ 


rvnmnir . Vnic;i's Srj-Hnrr immcrlid+lcg rcmorrnzcL 


Vnri is +nrKr-Jh)rr ho V inn +n liN/c VMliid O nrvJ--^ 


StTnnnr vNomon rinh't Ofirr her ovsn moilncrs 


drn-Vh." nun no +hr Oinnnmn Of nr.r -fo-Hnrr'S YNQ± 


rlinrj ViiKi vYos fhrrrd Id pf7 Uve VNi-Hn hCT QUOt 
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MnMirY^ mn Dc STTrSsful nn a uounQ Q\rl. Tnc next 


pnr+ n-F ncr new is nnoving in wi-H^'ncr 


fn-Hnrr arvi Srirp-nnrrincr. Her simnncA^cr ons rid 


nF n\\ nf snL?-LiJa:)'s Hrinc di Sines nnd o/en -Hnc 


rlrrHninQ -for Vu Ki -FnjF vNGS mode toy 5Vni^utO. 


SriiT^.niCo nnd Gcr den-Hn errertrd on c-Rtemn 


foe vsorr. i-h drvclnpfo -Ihr plot hy soHioq -H nc 


S-tnQr Frir -tnc rrmnirmpr. God -the rr.v\J lifo- 


eH-ijie for Vul:i to ndnpt fo. The minor chnror-irr 


Shi?-.iji:n also seT n sad > si impottnctic mood for 


for storij. Tnr rendrr irris sorm -for Yulci hrrrnJiSC 


Of foe ifrucpics fooT 0hc isgoLncr-forounlnrliiC 


“to for minor rnomrirr. 


Evrm fooijQn for minor ohoracteT v^os only 


oJjjuui fhr -Hm torginnina df 4hr elorijj Hrh 


prrsrnre \mns sti i J frJfo She conti nu^ fo 


effort -for nnoJon chomo-hr Qrm-Hij. Sni^uKo 


rrA/roicri Vulci fo -foe rrnders, "dr vr loped foe piotj 


ond rr-h foe nnnnri for tine noveU _6lni^\ \bO "S 


munlnfor. 





Score Point 3 

The writer has selected Shizuko *s Daughter^ organizes the response around the prompt, and. 
identifies Shizuko’s role as a minor character. While the response contains some concrete details, 
the elaboration is sometimes flawed. 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 



Aa attiHof 7 )wsi MfPA ch«mder io (ulPilf. a f<aSei'Cc. 


7 / . * ~ n 

Ctj/I^4idn \iu;Wi;n O UA>rK. !i cor^c QM$ftO/^f^otr7f t>P 


v'iew, +0 5P.fl/e. QS m 4oil -h 4hP cftAy^c.^^ y. or +0 s&tvfl. ai/ne 


ottpf "C/j Ilfs ijar fiovtf pn Wpfffr/) F/arti . frt/ieh 


ait+lior ^flch MunA (/fe? iU cha/otckr of qJJ 


1/ ^ 
5eri9c of laeh^'^tKl h> Ufi ihi/el onJ -h indi^c4 oF 


foul burner'? experfe/ice^- 


R»mI K>u/»tef's pWerl^ fchoal 4eache.r f^Akyel^ uxanl^ h,s students 


4r> Sbmf^ihjfij of :flier»tjeft/es'' join>A^ Ue Cer/Wfl/7 ai'/h\y.uiu'^k 


i« /rti/oli/edi ;/? F/tACh Oe^ -he bordfr k-e-hA^^y) 


\k\fi -IwO CotA/l-hfi^^, TVioMjli /Arrows of ike fer/‘0/‘$’ Ciwel ^S^ihie. 


jifViloalflfe rlpa-Hi 4/ip toj/5 W/f/ Af€. kfi iAi^/P^e9 ihe/M j/ffh 5-lts>rip5 dP 


4l7fi ^lof^ of fho/hi^^ dpl<3,jf9, ^9 q /eP^ffcrP 


'niS deceit. f^aAKj of i'^eAl ^oJa Hie Gproio/? r,/jlvy ^ 


l^rK+nlly tfllpA n/' wjt4/ed oA ike Oloitf I'rrfS^ 1y\ ihJs u/Py, fcawfe/eit, 


a m'.pflr rliAiWC^er ifi -H»p fcfiyj yu+ •fiiPiv' -(-fws+'/Cfeltfe o 5 p/iSp 


.We'Vroyql'Ib "ftfi »ion?l Ity inuidin^ -/iiei /•- e/j-W»M S/Q?/*^ aWau^'^oiii^ -fa war; 


/Is fq.wl »T?Pl«cfS U|7o/i 4hi hi^rfors he hQi‘ w;f/?tf5r«/urlf;ip 


■TihMiflOi. kt femfitn^erS how irow/o/f fc ePPec'/zt^fy ^tf^uQrieA k'nyi h 


yoTin -Wip G>rAfO<o He ?ee? 17^5 rcl^floi keotChPr p? /#k? n»<i9>f\ 


iki' lj.> ^^fprie^ce^. e^y\d -ike /yia/l Coi^lH-feel 


^'irhilfi/' |7aiio. "The^e •fhou^hi’S. i^h!eh comP "hj ki'm >4^f9V a? he 


QjvJ^f? 'in A ^he/f Cfo>ier, qaJ kier ojliile «f Hie io^$e 


/®<j?/7SS Jlic 9fiPf>ii'Wjly jA^kiOed 4o\rJ^rd ike mCyi uiVio 


<T€r7f ln\fn '/nh l\iS Cutf/iAi 'irott/mCAhl’Zt^e^ rl4vpf(e.>n. /\? ^ JiiAjOf 


irtPlue/ice r>n iho**^ a t^iAor dr\o feeder 
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Q ckft/4Ajer /»»Ay Ud thinor onP.. ;-A /»>p</ 

i!^y 7/»^Qrf^n-f iin ih^ uork ;n ,’i~ uSeol, 

Klfly^l. jlf Qy>p4 /A^ Uk^Yt/n Froyj-h g>,Vij 
iP^rltA/^nP -Hrg ohar<^rie^ ^hf ■f-rni'-hn ou^ 

5gl70Q)4-gftcigr l^nkret^ gflfd Ot gP Wirg^ot 4o 

•fk I70M?;, ft? |Aflg/l Qj 'in teff^^(^4- '^he ;nfl/.vyg4 

<s^ T?mI Ui^r 



Score Point 4 

The writer has selected AU Quiet on the Western Front and focuses on the use of Kantorek as a 
minor character. The response establishes a progression of ideas and events and contains support 
in the form of specific details. 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 



\tmrVA eP V\Agr^>p&f AW>. fjecAe-s Q- fniooc AorocAaiU V. 


CjV'C^W c. .40«c\CaC fVt -e.vV> ciirffNor ife AWv^ 


Vf-fe VseoSe. . u -Uvi Coo/\VrVj ^»n.o JU, «re.Vc* , \suV V\uVnIu 


/?£XL=V^^/^ rV»c^«tC^< AtAV\i.< Ta<v\S \n «^ci^\CUv< flu f?<6o\4. <€So\A- 


fx <vwr\ c«V\d «<v<^ Vt> orA a 


(^CjC€4^. ^ f«£Dft<^'4-ior\ ^ -C^vV^S Luv*Urv»r\ _c5Rerz\i-Uf<v . atvI W-«. «l 


4y^tfjVjnAoi^ ^ »AttSxV\ ArH>ur ^ ^ a. mxrtfiV tVwflvVr bW 


VvaA Ow fm.^O'T ^^f-^tuVV\w%A exOss^ WjVs^ 


Ar4Kori> \y>ftocfy:<L w\ Vs»^ Atv\^c?rV<sM- . ^\aA OLckj^VVu . <C>^f irT 


W‘4 ^Wv/ . ^\<yce^ tV'f^r or\t^ c. ^w^;cc\ t a xw_ 


aov 4\. A^^iWjr WiA aV<^oAu !Qfl^?r^ WaV\^A CL oeo#^^A AV-i^d^M^ >ceC>r^ Aki. 


AcUaA e^Mi^ AIV^ Vo AcAca 0?^<*V ^Oj^Vx V\4. OVYV^6^L^ /^*^A UJ0<V_V4 


WCV WWaA . /Aiivwte^. eP ArrWxut* t^clodb. ^?-6Aos;n-V& bnpj <pflry-(? VaczWi«>n <*<^^ ;t\ 


^{co. /vvV >IW £/=V- VW;i Vt VCV- V\^*s 4^C^. rurcl V\ay^ \Vj_ WtjVW ^<rupVA c/V^ aC 


T^\^fltv>^N^Wjr^ i>aV\Jrft ClVV W TaoVA a AiCCftrCir^. Oocg. VVcrf^^ Vstf^ ujp^rtc- 


I<^t*JAiaA-Ici an 0. Cj^r»tc_ flCVcr- 


aV\«v^ /4«tf^c%*iAi\T^^E(rx W_ aj^ 4W ^ 


Af«Wu<r ^f»r> V^^VXAjirx ywi /v^ uVa tuS4> v^Vxitvj ^ AC-C&cefV^. 


Xrx AV\(^ lAi^ 4is£, AWv\ fefw^ WA Wyys toh\‘cV\ 


nv5<. -fc>. Y^ar<T3Ui 4 Wl ^ VeVrtA W_-Uije^ arr'i f^Avite^^ 


5k yyvfiA^ iirctV fvywvA^P^^ VV\V4* Vs Cxo^VIm CAAn^sA- ArAWur- tjuiVW W-<^ ^iAWr^ 


5av»xx<» “Y/5i<\ife ^ A Y(\cvoc (^cader^ "3a«»^ <v u>c«^\VVvm brAouJp^r oA,# 


VaA «<=^#»<yV W-5» \^ 4rorr\ ciAuer«. uVu3 i wo<^a^ \>W Wrnse^. \W Aid noV- abVu&A 


nr- rrl^\iA’^^ Vicjdr , kA* Cktt- Ao dUMfC Vt>W\^ Akanrx CvS^cacdc. uj HV\ IWm . 


r«a?=>fiiA ^ WWtofl> ^tjoK^d ^ orvA u^Vbri-. uikjn W<» ^orUA 


■\b \ecM Vvfl<M^ flM ^iagg opar> Wfwsey Vyaavc, Vxj«it<\ o^ SQ^Av^^ 6. ^ee^-e. ciV>o 
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-CrMlwWm. 1?r OlAS. oPaX- -CcfeV -WloIW 


ViftJQVN ut'AtiSsW'A tMlS 


/fU riwivjt Vii. -fiiKnrd Wact dtaei-ed -fo ,!n acmcu^ A-4hl:l^4 


wo<to Vv-i Vv4if>\AA 4W. I&£6 G«rL>rBJe. oefiflU V\i6 eurtv^jx^Ux . 'ttiou&W W on*, vxi \n»v»^r 


\KaA^ I Ar^ur Clink. 4ti rtat!^ M»«Dkk. tS£>Q:AV«r, anA »»\4.v;\\ 


Wrv\. 


At^ftrior fijrJi <ip\/?HQrv4Al^ flPjPV cV6 ^ ^ ufors 6. Amin6»tr 4Jvx»ve, tO 


fiU £Aoiei ^aonhv : oersoW ll?i 11 -£UotAj_c. <tos»'+ive "lu^V ^>rv4(jruiPAV 


A «>caJVN'\kft'rv /»&«■ rtSoAxAfl W, occOk^:^ "&VMw^V3L*i al'*.o fcc!<JAy> Vo 


AtMu3<^ AaoA^ rC. r/^fS^ aujtV tAOre.4Jrs^ oi^ CfVio Vnur^i^WvT 


Ol UiV\»V^ \t\ /\rr^rA£tf)r^ A<A^o<*«i <ci\V w\ooi nP VnovcI 


or^ rr^ G\^ 4Ki_ -G+urt. A<; a tnivvjr* -^/arJiCtU Ayr^<Ar^^ ^ AcAhuC ULlCS 


/5^oVC- 4 V><txaV V\S Ar'd W-te oyn olW6 j. "Vd V«rC cv AiC^’C'VtVic- o*\ 


'IV*. Cffi<o\\ \ uerVe. . 


V\iwxr^ Wad.ort^'J^ <>Sor>e£A- ap^^<irx/>CQ4x X \t\or€A , 


oC AcWrOit" “QiXsi^ U/%^ «rP €>CCbr^ \m AjvX 


Ui_ ^ VsS CM>«r j W 4Vrf_ avvA vyatxaA aP* «Vo<v-4 j W frtv^VsA&i 


VvsA^^ A6^\C| 4 d . 'kt. ■?*\oxCii Cbot\W 4 - AW -Cl-CVkA Ux-S. <ifisxt«. Vrr 


W pCCa.gA^v<. m'xvxar eh&cxcaer 4V\re.v.aU A<4V>or- :^Tv\fe ^ a. \tf<\^ /y4;.<o Ja'^j yrvxn. 



Score Point 5 

The writer has selected Cry, the Boloved Country and uses specific details to show how Arthur 
Jarvis was **a minor character who had a major influence on everyone and everything around 
him ” Events and relationships are clearly linked, and there is a sense of overall completeness. 
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Write the final copy of your composition here. 



Xn-a ord nnoteriou^nc a Wni^+ Wucc^ \nb_u»r1dcP ftMisu 4ratfp1s 


■«f>raix»i JV«. oaormtidf’ rpttofw'im octe oC t;rdnP?i ^l^cys, oH \iKt a ssre •Wvj>\b. 6oncho TWa TJon foilWfc 


Cct^pfin'vTi QfYi onlv^llh'e ki^i0V^4- hGS ui4virPttljW. V\T>5nQ«x)>?T^ la Mark) bu 


(>>r>Jrti^c. 6onano Ttnm "is a m'lror SttonrkkA^ C-V^amt+^r f\is+S ki pntriM^ Q CooVXi&V -Vo Ouixofe . Uu. 


fv>riiAA rvTcufnwr Sanrho Q^ffc*s Vtxo T5onQuita^^ *h\nV:^ ar«ii -a<ovTciS& ori Owenix. ot rr>ocJn-r»rlecl feiViam for ^h*. 


l^nioiVd’ +o L As -Hxp Sin^ tr^CiuS 4^ TTVim^ t:C l>x\ OonO*e Cird S'JfCV'O &rc)vi p^av|& G li^| rale ia 


dLa.+trvvij«r,‘>a-lV\e oi>rorrji 4^Yir advevi4urs5- ^mb inCiixncincj 4^ rove.?* 


6onc>io TKr>*m rowio^ £rom a nV5rCamjlv| -Mvi^ Q_p3orvi\\oa? ^ Oole^ nPrp'^J+vj SaaryW) is nnch fi 


reo orr\ a TbnOoixjVj hauoupr, fL crriTi^t Tdc>r,lLi'sl-Ir<Tym Ufto <JWde3_4o hcamo a to^ri^rrAr^ ?2uwaj 


himrlrtri t^prvr^ 4+« rvy oC i'n\ov>i^^rtrnfrrt; nw^ ckin?^ 'n diftkeSS- VJhm osfcs Vo hporru 


f^^re VnctP «fe ncsKrmhif OsnJiTi^V \r» J+w 4u» pBrtyviij4APR. i&rcho. ^oncHom GiO readLi'sHG Cor>ka&V 4oan 


TfcnQiu^^ Qs tnell ri^ ptovi^in^ rarr'iG 4o etsTiq. +irn2. Oivtole tfnCGineS dOYTtt. 


dor<^ 5nyrvr^ la^ Qv^^d rela 4 S_-»o to+h Kia WiS^er mtd fTorter 4h>. nr4oi] drif»^m5)Qncr€». 


^fT-Rj^h Soyirkn Vhp Yirvnrir G fi4oo4ir»s Ctm h? k>krS» ter'’iD<t nvi>fe TetiJ Qicfe ^TCuin. ConW*Ar\| 


Vo haa T5on Quixok oertiwfS 4V«m. When SorrJnn p»s* Gicmtapr VouiOras 4hj?m on tm dd bra^s 


StVvivjinG mill cn Vii^ Vvrtd ‘ir^*2fVA4hatiii^s <m cul^crttrer on n card hGi/lrig &4n6\f n 


_G Cokitn he)mrl-*^Prorn a C^MourtoiaV'V is escGpit^G C Even jj>ule Sarcyoo proy«45 T3on Qiiiif 


^ w ' • y 

proceeds in Vrf jin^ 4o u)in 4he hoinioVCUer arrl 50Xr«4Vp tYtf feer^ o:eM Q£ &inchO tCmTG 1& 50 Can4^«»d b^ 


^ VihiQhW OcUcms_4hcriL4Vii^^cli^ beiA>^e5» 


As *Don QiixoleX SOLnfC. SasrVin Iti^ n TroC^und on 4he V^rilahV. <??ftndhO f^CDarT^7e^ TJoa ftijrtoK^S 


ptriodi*t»koau» oC insaBfk| and bt !mm(y^ 4o rtpmJe=li\| two*' Ti»^GNi>tatf (fern •tmottiei Ebrhefxmes he ' 


_CPwioVtxt\;e3aV4Vw ^nteVhol occ\r^ oliim^s Tbnnmxole’sAldt^f^flrfi^ Whdpbrs ^ 


Anvi msf. VIhm 4VV? tomue Sa5k Gn Orrmi •nP Qinan^ji frnrrhwyi 4fuma . Y» \s rv»flr<^ In 


^ 4M4of " ^ 

b^Aaf^ 6orrr« mn evpWn 4¥aV 4he oirnnte axe. onlij uMrrlm’tlls • -Vhere is rc^darr^. “l^alher -Wmn-v^ftyin^ 


hPhind nnd loijghinj r,i- »+,» pTr^Ari min Sa^^rhn runs hr^nirtL'Dr) Oui»te., V: .bnnrtary .and rwrsc.*kt 


^ beak’m*; he feoeviecJ Wr4<ir un'nrtmills. ?>n 4al<in^ Core oP T)cn Oiixoly wtfn uJhgn no cm tl<f wilt 
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fcrcVin onivj Dhu<>ic^llii ri nrfn^nJii 1 6Tti Sip^'r^tlodUj liVulp 


mriA^ roV i;nc>Pfshyr\ 9\jprLj4V{»nCi Vi\< TTiOSfT«r \j)\W dc OAi|H>in^ Pfi k hoip P\S Criend ^\>9o *iC cV 


mpfiYv^ fAf r.CItirA OIITL &cwi*iKi tincl OmaryLmnW. tfcn his fir^iO'touS Pon 6or<yo\ 


> ' * j 

Clri^inrtshrp is ahrtitfjrprsTi /^nd raV e\ico erd^v 


TP nof (or Saorro Tlcn Qui'rtjV. ViaiiP Vx-wi rteocl \cTC. befcTP h\!> -liftie. %] \&ppin^ hirr\ 
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Score Point 6 

The writer has selected Cervante*s Don Quixote De La Mancha and clearly focuses on how 
Snacho Panza, the minor character, . . plays a key role in determining the outcome of their 
adventures . . ” and influences the entire novel. The response has a strong progression of ideas 
and events, includes specific, relevant details, varied and effective sentence structures, and an 
effective vocabulary. There is a definite sense of overall completeness. 
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Tables 4, 5, and 6 provide the number of students tested, percentage of students achieving each of 
the focused holistic score points, and the percentage of students scoring at or above 3.0 for each 
of the LEAs by region (former six Technical Assistance Centers configurations). Performance by 
ethnicity is also provided for each TE A 
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Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program Annual English II Assessment, 1999-00, 



State 


PCT 


2000 LEA Performance 




89 






85 


Yancey 




84 


Chapel HiH-Carrboro City 




80 


Rockingham 




79 


Elkin City, Mount Airy City 




78 


Mitchell 




76 


Davie, Graham. New Hanover, Polk 




74 


Lee, Stanly 




73 


Avery, Cabarrus, Gaston 




72 


Henderson, Kings Mountain City, Raleigh Charter High** 




71 


Burke, Cherokee, Edenton/Chowan, Whiteville City 




70 


Ashe 




69 


Haywood, Hickory City, Surry, Union 




68 


Asheboro City, Jackson 




67 


Madison 




66 


Alamance-Burlington, Caldwell, Harnett 




65 


Buncombe, Pender, Swain, Transylvania 




63 


Camden, Cleveland, Currituck, Edgecombe, Newton Conover City, Sampson, Watauaa 




62 


Moore 




61 


Alexander, Brunswick, Catawba, Shelby City 




60 


Charlotte-^ecklenburg, Cumberland, Richmond, Rutherford 




59 


Asheville City 


2000 State 


58 


Clinton City, McDowell. Nash-Rocky Mount, Person, Scotland. Wake 


1999 State 


57 


Chatham, Columbus, Davidson, Northampton, Onslow, Randolph, Wilkes 




56 


Lenoir, Winsion-Salem/Forsyth 




55 


Craven, Roanoke Rapids City, Wilson 




54 


Iredell-Statesville, Johnston, Lincoln, Perquimans 




53 


Macon, New Century** 




52 


Alleghany, Franklin, Guilford, Pamlico 




51 


Anson, Beaufort 


1997 State 


50 


Dare, Kannapolis City, River Mill Charter** 


1996 State 


49 


Montgomery, Mooresville City, Vance, Yadkin 




48 


Duplin, Orange, Pitt 




47 


Gates, Granville, Martin, Stokes 


1998 State 


46 


Carteret 




44 


Durham, Elizabeth Ciiy/Pasquotank, Rowan-Salisbury 




41 


Hoke, Washington 




40 


Bertie, Robeson 


1995 Slate 


39 


Hertford 




37 


Thomasville City 




36 


Bladen, Wayne 




35 


Lexington City 


1994 Stole 


33 






32 


Caswell, Hyde 




31 


Halifax, Tyrrell 




30 


Woods Charter** 




28 


Greene 


1993 Stole 


27 






23 


Weldon City 




22 


BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




20 


Warren 




17 


Lakeside School** 




10 


Cape Lookout Marine** 




4 


Oma’s Inc. ** 




0 


Crossnore Academy**, J.H. Baker Jr High**, Kennedy Charter**, Kestrel Heights**, 
Laurinburg**, Lift Academy**. Provisions Academy**, Right Step**, Wayne Academy** 




• 


Grandfather Academy**, Laurinburg Homework**. Quest Academy**, Thomas Jefferson** 



^ uy Hi6 luiai iiuniuui ic»cu, ruunuca lo me ncvcsi wnolC number. 

P O I p'Tc noi reponed where number tested is fewer than live. 

:s a chancr school, hor repon.ng poiposcs .he chancr school name has been abbrevaied. The complete ehoner school name eon be Ibund m ,he Appendix. 
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Notes: ^ The Accmini ability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5. 4.0. 4.5, 5.0. 5 5. and 6 0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated, llie complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^ Tlic Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charip school. For reporting purposes the chatter school name has been abbrevinletl. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^Thc Accountability Standard formula is the simi of students scoring 3.0. 3.5, 4.0. 4.5. 5.0, 55. and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting piiq^ses the charter school name has been abbreviated. Tlic complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^TTie Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5. 4.0. 4.5, 5 0. 5 5. and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. Tlic ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number rested because students may not have co<!cd in an ethnic category. 

• Knr rpfviHmt» numoscs ilic cbartcr school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appenilix. 
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EXPLANATION DF SCORING RULES FOR GRADE SEVEN 
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North Carolina Charter Schools, 1999-2000 



American Renaissance Charter School 

American Renaissance Middle School 

Arapahoe Charter School 

Brevard Academy 

Bridges Charter School 

Cape Lookout Marine Science High School 

Carter Community School 

Carter G. Woodson School of Challenge 

Chatham Charter School 

Children's Village Academy 

CIS Academy 

Community Charter School 

Crossnore Academy 

Developmental Day School 

Dillard Academy 

Downtown Middle School 

East Wake Academy 

East Winston Primary School 

Elizabeth Grinton Academy 

Engelmann School of the Arts and Sciences 

Evergreen Community Charter School 

Exploris Middle School 

Forsyth Academies 

Francine Delany New School for Children 

Franklin Academy 

Grandfather Academy 

Greensboro Academy 

Harnett Early Childhood Academy 

Healthy Start Academy Charter 

Highland Charter Public School 

Imani Institute Charter School 

John H. Baker, Jr., High School 

Kennedy School 

Kestrel Heights School 

Lake Norman Charter School 

Lakeside School 

Laurinburg Charter School 

Laurinburg Homework Center Charter School 

Lift Academy 

Lincoln Charter School 

Magellan Charter School 

MAST School 

Maureen Joy Charter School 

New Century Charter School 

Northeast Raleigh Charter Academy 

Oma's Inc. Charter School 

Omuteko Gwamaziima 



Orange County Charter School 
PHASE Academy of Jacksonville 
Provisions Academy 
Quality Education Academy 
Quest Academy 
Raleigh Charter High School 
Research Triangle Charter Academy 
Right Step Academy 
River Mill Charter School 
Rocky Mount Charter Public School 
Rowan Academy 
Sallie B. Howard School 

Sandhills Theatre Arts Renaissance School (STARS) 
Sankore School 
SPARC Academy 

Stanly County Community Outreach Charter School 

Sterling Montessori Academy 

Success Academy 

Sugar Creek Charter School 

Summit Charter School 

The Learning Center 

The Mountain Community School 

Thomas Jefferson Classical Academy 

Tiller School 

Turning Point Academy 

Vance Charter School 

Village Charter School 

Wayne County Technical Academy 

Woods Charter School 
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